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Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 8/7/2006 have been considered but are moot in view of the 
new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-5 and 8-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Imagawa et al. (EP 0919906 A2). 

Regarding claim 1, Imagawa teaches method for controlling a media player, comprising: 
determining at least one rule defining a predefined non-user event (a person as an operator) in 
an environment surrounding said media player (col. 9, lines 24-30; col. 13, lines 27-29; col. 4, 
lines 54-57; col. 5, lines 9-14), said rule including at least one condition and an action item to be 
performed to automatically adjust said media player when said at least one condition is satisfied 
(see col. 6, lines 24-40; col. 6, line 51 to col. 7, line 4; col. 14, lines 36-41; col. 13, lines 44-50; 
col. 15, lines 43-51); analyzing input information (person attribute, e.g., face, expression, 
voice... etc) characterizing a non-user event in the environment surrounding said media player 
to identify a current condition (for instance, the person says words "switch the channel"; the 
person picks up the telephone receiver... etc); and performing said action item if said current 
condition corresponds to said at least one condition of said at least one rule (for instance, the 
system switches the channel in response to the person uttered words "switch the channel"; the 
systems reduces volume of television when the person picks up the telephone. receiver... etc. - 
See col. 6, lines 24-40; col. 6, line 51 to col. 7, line 4; col. 14, lines 36-41; col. 13, lines 44-50; 
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col. 15, lines 43-51). 

Regarding claim 2, Imagawa teaches that said input information is generated by an 
information capture device (see col. 3, lines 3-10). 

Regarding claim 3, Imagawa teaches that said information capture device comprises 
visual capture device (e.g., camera - see col. 3, lines 3-10). 

Regarding claim 4, Imagawa teaches that said non-user event comprises a non-user 
appearing environment surrounding said media player (col. 9, lines 26-30; col. 2, lines 50-53; 
col. 14, lines 24-28; col. 13, lines 27-29). 

Regarding claim 5, Imagawa teaches that said current condition comprises detection of 
motion by a non-user in the environment surrounding said media player (col. 3, lines 3-10; col. 
9, lines 26-30; col. 13, lines 27-29; col. 14, lines 25-28). 

Regarding claims 8-9, Imagawa teaches that said at least one condition comprises a 
visual image, associated with a non-user, that does/does not match a stored profile image (it is 
noted that the name of the selected person as the operator can be identified, it may be 
displayed on a display screen or output as a voice. It is inherently that the system compares the 
person attribute, e.g., face, with the stored person attribute, e.g., the stored profile image to 
identify the name of that person. This encompasses that the face of the person matches or does 
not match the stored profile image. See col. 5, lines 25-29; col. 4, line 54 to col. 5, line 14). 

Regarding claim 10, Imagawa teaches that said media player comprises a computer 
(see col. 14, lines 24-28; col. 5, lines 54-57). 

Regarding claim 11, Imagawa teaches that said action item comprises changing of an 
imaqe beinq displayed by said computer (see col. 7, lines 1-4). 

Regarding claim 12, Imagawa teaches that said media player comprises a television set 
(col. 14, lines 25-28; col. 5, lines 54-56). 
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Regarding claim 13, Imagawa teaches that wherein said action item comprises changing 
a program channel of said television set (col. 6, line 55 to col. 7, line 1; col. 15, lines 40-51). 

Regarding claim 14, Imagawa teaches apparatus for controlling a media player, 
comprising: a memory (within 3-5) for storing computer readable code; and a processor (within 
3-5) operatively coupled to said memory, said processor configured to: determine at least one 
rule defining a predefined non-user event (a person as an operator) in an environment 
surrounding said media player (col. 9, lines 24-30; col. 13, lines 27-29; col. 4, lines 54-57; col. 5, 
lines 9-14), said rule including at least one condition and an action item to be performed to 
automatically adjust said media player when said at least one condition is satisfied (see col. 6, 
lines 24-40; col. 6, line 51 to col. 7, line 4; col. 14, lines 36-41; col. 13, lines 44-50; col. 15, lines 
43-51); analyze input information (person attribute, e.g., face, expression, voice... etc) 
characterizing a non-user event in the environment surrounding said media player to identify a 
current condition (for instance, the person says words "switch the channel"; the person picks up 
the telephone receiver... etc); and perform said action item if said current condition corresponds 
to said at least one condition of said at least one rule (for instance, the system switches the 
channel in response to the person uttered words "switch the channel"; the systems reduces 
volume of television when the person picks up the telephone receiver... etc. - See col. 6, lines 
24-40; col. 6, line 51 to col. 7, line 4; col. 14, lines 36-41; col. 13, lines 44-50; col. 15, lines 43- 
51). 

Regarding claim 15, Imagawa teaches a computer readable medium having computer 
readable code means embodied thereon for causing a media player (col. 20, lines 45-50), when 
running said code means, to: determine at least one rule defining a predefined non-user event 
(a person as an operator) in an environment surrounding said media player (col. 9, lines 24-30; 
col. 13, lines 27-29; col. 4, lines 54-57; col. 5, lines 9-14), said rule including at least one 
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condition and an action item to be performed to automatically adjust said media player when 
said at least one condition is satisfied (see col. 6, lines 24-40; col. 6, line 51 to col. 7, line 4; col. 
14, lines 36-41; col. 13, lines 44-50; col. 15, lines 43-51); analyze input information (person 
attribute, e.g., face, expression, voice... etc) characterizing a non-user event in the environment 
surrounding said media player to identify a current condition (for instance, the person says 
words "switch the channel"; the person picks up the telephone receiver... etc); and perform said 
action item if said current condition corresponds to said at least one condition of said at least 
one rule (for instance, the system switches the channel in response to the person uttered words 
"switch the channel"; the systems reduces volume of television when the person picks up the 
telephone receiver... etc. - See col. 6, lines 24-40; col. 6, line 51 to col. 7, line 4; col. 14, lines 
36-41; col. 13, lines 44-50; col. 15, lines 43-51). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Imagawa et al. (EP 0919906 A2) in view of Harada et al. (US 5,721,583 A). 

Regarding claims 6-7, Imagawa teaches that wherein said at least one condition 
comprises a voice signal, associated with a non-user (the person identified as a operator (see 
col. 3, lines 3-6; col. 5, lines 9-12; col. 6, lines 30-32; col. 15, lines 43-47). Imagawa does not 
teach that the voice signal associated with a non-user does/does not match a stored profile 
voice signal. However, Harada teaches comparing a voice pattern data with the stored voice 
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pattern data associated with a user to identify an authorized user or specific registered user to 
receive a requested service from a provider. See col. 16, lines 21-25; col. 26, lines 15-34; col. 
26, lines 44-63; col. 28, lines 5-8 and FIG. 20. It is understood that the comparison feature 
includes that the voice signal associated with the user matches or does not match the stored 
voice signal. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify the system of Imagawa by comparing the voice signal 
associated with a user with the stored voice signal to identify an authorized user or specific 
registered user to receive a requested service from a provider as taught by Harada in order to 
increase effectiveness of access controlling to the system. 

Conclusion 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant 
is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Ngoc K. Vu whose telephone number is 571-272-7306. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John W. Miller can be reached on 571-272-7353. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Ngoc Vu/ 
NGOC K. VU 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 
Art Unit 2623 

August 14, 2007 



